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Summary  of  Findings 

As  an  indication  of  its  interest  in  encouraging  the  states 
to  develop  pragmatic  approaches  to  solving  urban  problems,  the 
federal  government  authorized  a  program  of  Urban  Information  and 
Technical  Assistance  Services  under  Title  IX  of  the  Demonstration 
Cities  and  Metropolitan  Development  Act  of  1966.   The  basic  objective 
of  the  Title  IX  program  is  to  help  local  governments  identify  and 
solve  their  problems  through  the  coordinated  use  of  federal,  state 
and  local  programs  and  resources. 

The  need  for  state  government  in  Florida  to  be  more  respon- 
sive to  the  problems  faced  by  its  urban  areas  is  receiving  increased 
attention  from  state  and  local  officials.   This  report  is  intended 
to  provide  the  background  information  for  developing  a  meaningful 
work  program  for  greater  participation  by  the  state  in  meeting   the 
needs  of  its  urban  areas. 

Many  different  factors  may  be  considered  in  determining 
priorities  for  a  program  of  state  services  to  local  government,  but 
one  of  the  dominant  factors  to  be  considered  should  be  the  needs  of 
local  government  as  felt  by  local  officials.   The  Bureau  of  Planning 
recently  completed  a  questionnaire  survey,  partially  financed  by 
Title  IX,  to  determine  what  services  local  officials  feel  are  needed. 
The  following  are  the  most  critical  service  needs  derived  from  the 
survey  responses  -  liaison  with  State  (and  federal)  program  personnel; 


evaluate  feasibility  of  State  (and  federal)  program  use  for  specific 
projects;  analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources;  land  acquisition  for 
parks  and  recreation;  recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact  with 
State  and  federal  agencies;  statistics  on  local  population  and 
economy;  case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning;  industrial  develop- 
ment, bond  financing  and  code  enforcement;  background  data  on  economic 
and  population  characteristics;  prepare  applications  for  federal 
assistance;  and  planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems  (PPBS) . 

By  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1968,  19  states  had  established 
community  affairs  agencies.  In  each  case,  it  was  recognized  that 
some  attempt  must  be  made  to  coordinate  the  multitude  of  programs 
which  seek  to  ease  urban  problems.  The  1969  Session  of  the  Florida 
Legislature  created  a  Department  of  Community  Affairs  to  optimize 
the  use  of  state  and  federal  resources  for  the  benefit  of  local 
governments . 

In  determining  which  programs  and  functions  should  be  per- 
formed by  the  new  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  consideration 
must  be  given  to  specific  needs  experienced  by  local  officials. 
The  needs  indicated  most  often  in  the  questionnaire  survey  by  local 
officials  may  be  translated  into  the  following  types  of  programs: 

1.   IMPROVED  INTERGOVERNMENTAL  RELATIONS 

Under  this  type  of  activity,  local  officials  emphasized  the 
need  for  the  following   services: 


a)  Liaison  with  State  and  federal  program  personnel 

b)  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact  with  State 
and  federal  agencies 

c)  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  and  federal  program  use 
for  specific  projects 

2.  FISCAL  MANAGEMENT 

Under  this  activity,  local  officials  indicated  a  special 
need  for  the  following  services: 

a)  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

b)  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems  (PPBS) 

c)  Case  studies  in  bond  financing 

3.  INFORMATION  SERVICES 

Under  this  activity,  local  officials  indicated  a  special 
need  for  the  following  services: 

a)  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b)  Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning,  industrial 
development,  bond  financing  and  code  enforcement. 

4.  FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE 

Although  the  survey  assumed  that  local  officials  have  an 
almost  universal  need  for  additional  revenue  and  no  specific  pro- 
vision was  made  for  responses  in  this  category,  local  officials 
did  indicate  a  need  for  the  following  services: 

a)  Assistance  with  Federal  aid  program  applications 

b)  Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 


INTRODUCTION 

Title  IX  of  the  Demonstration  Cities  and  Metropolitan 
Development  Act  of  1966  authorized  grants  to  States  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  them  "to  make  available  information  and 
data  on  urban  needs  and  assistance  programs  and  activities,  and 
to  provide  technical  assistance  to  small  communities  with  respect 
to  the  solution  of  urban  problems."   (Sec.  901 ) .   Florida's  first 
application  for  a  federal  grant  under  this  program  included  a  proposal 
by  the  state  planning  agency  for  an  Urban  Information  and  Technical 
Service  Needs  Survey.   The  proposal  was  based  on  the  premise  that 
in  order  to  design  an  effective  continuing  program  of  state  assist- 
ance to  localities,  there  first  must  be  an  evaluation  of  specific 
needs  experienced  by  local  officials. 

Original  plans  for  the  survey  anticipated  that  the  neces- 
sary information  would  be  accumulated  by  three  methods:   (l)  a 
questionnaire  survey  of  local  officials;  (2)  personal  interviews 
with  selected  local  officials  and  others;  and  (3)  a  series  of 
conferences  or  hearings.   Subsequently,  a  variety  of  circumstances 
combined  to  require  a  revision  of  the  methodology.   First,  although 
the  proposal  was  approved  for  funding  by  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  funds  allocated  to  the  project  were  substan- 
tially less  than  the  amount  requested.   Secondly,  legislative 
committees  preparing  for  the  1969  Session  of  the  Florida  State 


Legislature  initiated  investigations  into  the  needs  of  local  govern- 
ment as  they  might  pertain  to  the  creation  of  a  State  Department  of 
Community  Affairs.   Finally,  the  Governor  appointed  a  Commission  on 
Urban  Redevelopment  to  explore  means  by  which  State  authority  and 
resources  might  be  used  to  assist  urban  areas  in  redevelopment  work. 

Early  in  the  project,  a  judgment  was  made  that  separate 
hearings  and  interviews  for  this  survey  would  be  an  unnecessary 
duplication  of  the  efforts  of  both  the  legislative  committees  and 
the  Governor's  Commission.   As  an  alternative  approach,  the  project 
staff  established  a  close  working  relationship  with  the  staffs  of 
the  other  two  investigations.   Project  staff  attended  all  sessions 
sponsored  by  the  Governor's  Commission  and  many  of  the  legislative 
committee  hearings.   Testimony  of  witnesses  was  noted  and  evaluated, 
and  materials  submitted  in  support  of  the  investigations  were 
reviewed.   Results  of  legislative  and  Governor's  Commission  investi- 
gations are  described  in  two  separate  documents.   The  1969  Florida 
Legislature  created  a  Department  of  Community  Affairs  as  part  of  an 
overall  reorganization  of  the  executive  branch  of  state  government, 
and  the  reorganization  legislation  reflects  many  of  the  ideas  and 
findings  of  these  investigations.   Additionally,  the  project  staff 
has  completed  preliminary  work  on  program  recommendations  for  the 
new  Department.   Both  the  legislation  and  a  summary  of  program 
recommendations  are  described  in  a  supplement  to  this  report. 


The  questionnaire  survey  was  retained  as  the  primary  survey 
technique  for  the  Title  IX  project  and  was  expanded  somewhat  beyond 
the  scope  anticipated  by  the  original  proposal.   Originally,  the 
intention  was  to  give  a  representative  of  every  unit  of  local  govern- 
ment in  the  state  an  opportunity  to  express  the  information  and 
technical  service  needs  experienced  by  that  unit.   This  course  of 
action  was  pursued  in  respect  to  counties  and  to  cities  with  more 
than  2,000  population  (i960  Census).   Regional  comprehensive  and 
health  planning  agencies  were  also  invited  to  respond  to  the  same 
questionnaire.   However,  because  of  the  very  large  number  (over  200) 
of  small  cities  and  uncertainty  as  to  the  identity  of  the  person 
who  should  be  invited  to  prepare  the  response,  a  different  survey 
technique  was  used  for  cities  with  less  than  2,000  population.   A 
short  form  questionnaire  (see  Appendix  A-3)  was  prepared  and  sent 
to  the  principal  administrative  official  and  each  member  of  the 
elected  Council  or  Commission.   Responses  from  80  small  cities  were 
obtained  in  this  manner. 

Raw  data  from  a  complex  survey  to  which  there  were  more  than 
150  total  responses  can  be  subjected  to  an  almost  unlimited  variety 
of  statistical  analyses.   For  present  purposes,  however,  it  has  been 
necessary  to  focus  on  one  primary  objective  -  identification  of  urban 
information  and  technical  service  needs  of  local  government.   This 
report  will  not  go  beyond  an  explanation  of  the  analytical  method 


used  and  a  description  of  service  priorities  as  derived  from  survey 
responses. 

Raw  data  will  be  retained  for  further  analysis  at  a  later 
date.   The  files  will  remain  active  and  any  units  of  local  govern- 
ment which  wish  to  add  to  or  modify  responses  may  do  so  by  forward- 
ing the  information  to: 

Bureau  of  Planning 
Department  of  Administration 
725  South  Bronough  Street 
Tallahassee,  Florida  32304 

Throughout  this  project  coordination  and  assistance  were 

effectuated  with  the  Department  of  Regional  Planning  at  Florida 

State  University  in  conjunction  with  a  separate  but  related  Title 

VIII  project  to  survey  Community  Development  Manpower  Training 

Needs.   Also,  the  League  of  Municipalities  and  the  State  Association 

of  County  Commissioners  assisted  by  providing  information  for 

development  of  the  questionnaire  and  by  allowing  the  project  staff 

to  use  their  mailing  lists. 


IDENTIFICATION  OF  TECHNICAL  SERVICE  AND  INFORMATION  NEEDS 
General  Findings 

INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 

Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 
for  specific  projects 

Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 
with  State  and  Federal  agencies 

Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning 

Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 
for  specific  projects 
B  3c  Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 

A  7g         9      Case  studies  in  industrial  development 
B  3d  Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 

B  5f  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  system 

(PPBS) 

A  h  10      Background  data  on  population  character- 

istics 
Case  studies  in: 
A  7e  Bond  financing 

A  7h  Code  enforcement  program 


Perhaps  the  most  direct  method  of  translating  survey 
responses  into  meaningful  conclusions  is  to  assume  that  the  most 
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critical  needs  will  be  those  which  are  mentioned  more  frequently. 
As  can  be  noted  on  the  survey  questionnaire  (Appendix  A-5),  re- 
spondents were  given  the  option  of  specifying  that  a  service  was 
(l)  not  needed,  (2)  useful  but  not  critically  needed,  or  (3)  criti- 
cally needed.   As  an  indicator  of  the  general  findings  of  this 
survey,  and  as  a  frame  of  reference  for  evaluating  the  responses 
from  the  various  categories  of  governmental  units,  a  list  of 
services  identified  as  critically  needed  is  provided  above.   Ser- 
vices are  ranked  according  to  the  frequency  with  which  they  were 
mentioned  without  regard  to  the  type  or  size  of  the  governmental 
unit  responding. 

Program  Priorities 

Many  different  factors  may  be  considered  in  determining 
priorities  for  a  program  of  state  services  to  local  government. 
Among  the  more  significant  factors  may  be  the  availability  of 
resources  for  various  programs,  relationships  between  programs 
of  services  to  local  governments  and  other  state  programs,  current 
political  issues  and  policies  derived  therefrom,  and  the  technical 
capability  to  deliver  certain  services.   But  in  the  final  analysis, 
one  of  the  dominant  factors  to  be  considered  should  be  the  needs 
of  local  government  as  felt  by  local  officials.   Following  is  a 
description  of  program  priorities  based  exclusively  on  service 


needs  as  derived  from  survey  responses.   The  rank  within  each 
category  is  based  on  the  frequency  of  response  in  that  category 
for  the  respective  service.   Needs  of  cities  with  less  than  50 5 000 
population  are  assigned  more  significance  than  needs  of  other  units 
for  purposes  of  calculating  priorities. 

FIRST  PRIORITY  -  Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 

This  service  would  involve  providing  a  well-informed  source 

at  the  State  level  capable  of  advising  local  government  officials 

about  the  available  state  programs  for  assistance.   Also,  this  State 

source  could  be  instrumental  in  counseling  State  agency  officials  en 

the  needs  of  local  governments  and  in  working  with  State  and  local 

officials  in  designing  programs  to  meet  local  government  needs. 

Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  2 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  1 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  3 

County  Governments  2 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  2 


SECOND  PRIORITY  -  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use  for 
specific  projects 

This  service  would  help  local  officials  study  their 
problems  to  see  which  state  programs  ought  to  be  utilized.   In- 
cluded would  be  assistance  in  meeting  any  prerequisites  required 
for  program  participation. 


Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50j 000  or  more  ~ 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  2 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  k 

County  Governments  1 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  2 


THIRD  PRIORITY  -  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

Most  local  governments  depend  largely  upon  real  estate 

taxes;  however,  the  yield  from  such  taxes  has  not  kept  pace  with 

the  demands  for  new  municipal  services.   An  effort  from  the  State 

is  needed  to  help  local  governments  raise  the  revenue  they  need  to 

meet  rising  operating  cost.   Special  study  is  needed  to  indicate 

the  appropriate  use  of  fiscal  devices  such  as  public  authorities, 

special  districts  and  non-property  taxes. 

Government  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  3~ 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  2 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  1 

County  Governments  h 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  k 


FOURTH  PRIORITY  -  Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

With  operating  costs  rising  for  nearly  all  services  per- 
formed by  local  governments,  finding  sufficient  revenue  to  acquire 
land  for  parks  and  recreation  is  a  difficult  task.   Yet  these 
facilities  greatly  enhance  the  social  and  aesthetic  well-being  of 


any  area.   Presently,  the  State's  recreational  and  open  space 
programs  have  been  aimed  primarily  at  providing  recreational 
facilities  of  a  resource-oriented  nature  in  outlying  areas,  thereby 
protecting  the  natural  and  scenic  resources  of  Florida.   Conse- 
quently, relatively  little  state  aid  has  been  provided  to  cities 
and  counties  in  meeting  their  needs  for  urban  recreation  facili- 
ties.* Local  governments  indicated  a  desire  for  assistance  from 
a  State  source  in  helping  to  acquire  land  for  recreational  purposes. 

Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  2 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  2 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  5 

County  Governments  2 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  2 


FIFTH  PRIORITY  -  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact  with 
State  and  Federal  agencies 

Traditional  concepts  of  a  division  of  power  and  reponsi- 

bility  among  Federal,  State  and  local  governments  are  rapidly 

giving  way  to  a  realization  that  a  coordinated  or  combined  effort 

will  be  required  to  solve  many  of  the  more  serious  problems. 

Facilities  for  improved  intergovernmental  relations  and  coordinated 

activities  are  a  priority  program  need. 


*   "Report  of  the  Interim  Committee  on  Urban  Affairs  to  the  Florida 
Legislature,"  Robert  L.  Shevin,  Chairman,  April,  1969,  p.  72. 


Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  T~ 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  6 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  k 

County  Governments  1 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  5 


SIXTH  PRIORITY  -  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

Current  data  on  local  population  and  economy  are  essential 
in  evaluating  the  trends  and  conditions  within  any  local  govern- 
ment's jurisdiction.   A  coordinated  State  program  would  assist  local 
governments  in  obtaining,  compiling  and  evaluating  needed  data. 

Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  5~ 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  5 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  5 

County  Governments  3 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  3 


SEVENTH  PRIORITY  -  Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning 

Basically,  comprehensive  planning  provides  a  guide  for 
orderly  growth  and  development  through  the  coordination  of  all 
functions  which  the  local  government  performs  or  controls.  Case 
studies  could  provide  information  about  innovative  ideas  being 
tried  by  other  localities  and  thereby  allow  governmental  units 
to  benefit  from  the  experience  of  others. 


10 


Governmental  Unit  Rank 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  B~ 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  k 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  2 

County  Governments  k 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  3 


EIGHTH  PRIORITY  -  a)   Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

b)  Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

c)  Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 

Element  a  in  the  eighth  priority  is  the  information  service 
that  would  supplement  or  support  the  technical  service  identified 
as  priority  six.    Elements  b  and  c   are  closely  related  and  in- 
volve utilization  of  Federal  programs.   Qualifying  for  grants 
requires  knowledge,  negotiating  skill  and  ingenuity,  as  well  as 
a  willingness  to  adapt  local  objectives  to  meet  administrative 
requirements.   Since  some  local  governments  are  less  skilled  in 
qualifying  for  such  grants,  there  is  a  danger  of  inequality  in 
fund  allocation.   The  intent  of  this  program  would  be  to  provide 
a  state  service  capable  of  aiding  local  governments  in  studying 
the  feasibility  of,  and  in  qualifying  for,  desirable  programs  of 
Federal  assistance. 


Governmental  Unit 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000 

County  Governments 

Regional  Planning  Agencies   5 


Rank 

Rank 

Rank 

Element  a 

Element 

b 

Element  c 

2 

h 

7 

5 

6 

k 

7 

5 

^ 

3 

k 

3 

;s   5 

2 

3 
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NINTH  PRIORITY'  -  a)   Case  studies  in  industrial  development 

b)  Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 

c)  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  system  (PPBS) 

Element  a  -  This  service  would  be  similar  to  priority  seven; 
however,  it  would  involve  compiling  and  maintaining  information  on 
the  techniques  and  experiences  of  various  localities  in  industrial 
development . 

Element  b  -  This  service  reflects  the  same  need  as  the 
first  priority,  but  aimed  at  Federal  program  personnel. 

Element  c_  -  The  demand  for  additional  public  services  has 
been  greater  than  the  resources  available  to  meet  this  demand.   In 
allocating  the  available  resources,  decision  makers  are  forced  to 
choose  among  competing  activities.   Improved  tools  for  public 
decision  making  are  essential.   One  of  these  tools  is  the  Planning- 
Programming- Budgeting  System  which  employs  a  systems  approach  to 
the  analysis  of  problems,  review  of  program  alternatives,  and  which 
emphasizes  the  multi-year  implications  of  alternative  choices.  A 
State  supported  program  of  assistance  in  this  area  could  help  local 
officials  improve  budget  procedures  and  allocate  their  resources 
more  effectively. 

Governiiental  Unit 

Cities  of  5O5OOO  or  more 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000 

County  Governments 

Regional  Planning  Agencies    h 
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Rank 

Rank 

Rank 

Element  a 

Element 

b 

Element  c 

5 

5 

3 

3 

7 

6 

5 

5 

5 

•'4 

3 

;    k 

k 

5 

TENTH  PRIORITY  -  a)   Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

b)  Case  studies  in  bond  financing 

c)  Case  studies  in  code  enforcement  program 

Element  a  -  This  information  service  is  similar  to  that  dis- 
cussed in  priority  eight,  except  emphasis  is  placed  on  compiling 
demographic  information.   Background  data  on  such  things  as  family- 
size,  age  distribution  and  growth  trends  would  be  maintained  and 
made  available  for  local  government  officials. 

Elements  b  and  c  -  Both  of  these  services  are  similar  to 

priority  seven,  except  emphasis  is  given  to  the  experiences  of 

other  localities  in  bond  financing  and  code  enforcement  programs. 

Rank  Rank  Rank 

Governmental  Unit  Element  a    Element  b  Element  c 

Cities  of  50,000  or  more  3  7  L 

Cities  of  10,000-50,000  5  7  7 

Cities  of  2,000-10,000  8  3  5 

County  Governments  3  6  3 

Regional  Planning  Agencies  5  13 
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TOTAL  SERVICE  NEEDS 

As  described  in  an  earlier  section,  the  survey  question- 
naire gave  respondents  an  opportunity  to  indicate  whether  a 
particular  service  would  be  used  if  it  was  available  even  though 
the  need  for  the  service  was  not  considered  critical.   In  attempt- 
ing to  measure  the  overall  "market"  for  information  and  technical 
services,  it  became  necessary  to  combine  all  responses  into  a 
single,  overall  measure  of  demand.   To  accomplish  this,  responses 
indicating  a  critical  need  were  weighted  over  the  responses 
indicating  a  non-critical  need  at  a  2  -  1  ratio.   As  can  be  seen 
from  the  tables  which  follow,  the  net  result  of  this  process  rarely 
affected  the  relative  position  of  each  service  within  each  category 
of  governmental  units.   However,  this  process  did  result  in  a 
larger  number  of  services  receiving  sufficient  demand  to  be  con- 
sidered significant  for  the  purposes  of  this  study,  thereby 
expanding  the  range  of  potential  state  services  to  be  considered 
for  future  action.   The  tables  which  follow  list,  for  each  cate- 
gory of  governmental  units,  the  services  identified  as  critically 
needed  and  the  services  for  which  there  is  a  TOTAL  WEED  as  just 
described. 


Ik 


Responses  from  Metropolitan  Cities  (pop,  of  50? 000  or  more) 


CRITICAL  NEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 


RANK 


INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 


B  lie 

A  2a 
A  5 
B  4a 
B  Hb 

B  5c 
B  I4d 

A  k 

B  lid 


Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 
with  State  and  Federal  agencies 

State  program  information  (general) 
Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 
Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

Background  data  on  population  characteris- 
tics 

Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ven- 
tures with  adjacent  municipalities 


TOTAL  NEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 
REFERENCE 

B  lie 


B  4a 
B  Ub 


A  2a 
A  5 
B  5c 
B  lUd 

A  k 
B  lid 


RANK    INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

1  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  State  and  Federal  agencies 

2  Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

3  State  program  information  (general) 
Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 
Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

h  Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 
with  adjacent  municipalities 
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5  Access  to  EDP  facilities 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

6  Case  studies  in  housing 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  uss 

for  specific  projects 
Planning,  programming,  budgeting  system 

(PPBS) 
Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 

(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 
B  13a  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  law  enforcement 

and  fire  protection 


B 

2c 

B 

3a 

A 

7a 

B 

3b 

B 

5f 

B 

6h 
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Responses  from  Cities  of  10,000  to  50,000  Population 

CRITICAL  WEEDS 

SURVEY  FORM 
REFERENCE     RANK    INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 


B  4b 

B  l4d 

A  7g 
B  3d 
B  3c 

A  7j 
B  3c 
B  7a 

4a        1     Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 

2  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 
for  specific  projects 

Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

3  Case  studies  in  industrial  development 
Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

4  Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning 
Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing  and/or 

redevelopment  projects 
B  14c  Site  planning  and  development  for  parks  and 

recreation 

A  4         5     Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
A  5  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

B  5f  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 
B  3a  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

B  3b        6     Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
B  lie  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  State  and  Federal  agencies 
B  12a  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  utilities 
B  12c  Recruiting  personnel  for  utility  management 

B  13a  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
B  13b  Recruiting  personnel  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
B  15b  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 

clean  up- fix  up) 


17 


A  7j 
B  8a 

B  l4d 

3 

A  k 
A  5 
A  7g 
B  3d 
B  12a 

h 

B  3c 

5 

A  7e 
B  2a 

6 

TOTAL  HEEDS 

SURVEY  FORM 
REFERENCE     RANK    INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

B  4a        1     Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
B  4b  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

B  5c         2     Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 
Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Case  studies  in  industrial  development 
Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 
Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 
and/or  facilities  (utility) 

Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 

Case  studies  in  bond  financing 

Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 
B  lUc  Site  planning  and  development  for  parks  and 

recreation 

B  3b        7     Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 
for  specific  projects 
Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 
Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 
with  State  and  Federal  agencies 

Case  studies  in  code  enforcement  program 
Access  to  EDP  facilities 
Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 
Planning,  programing,  budgeting  systems 

(PPB3) 
Recruiting  personnel  for  utility  management 
Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
B  13b  Recruiting  personnel  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
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A 

6b 

B 

lie 

A 

7h 

B 

2c 

B 

3d 

B 

5f 

B 

12c 

B 

13a 

A 

2a 

A 

7d 

B 

lb 

A 

la 

A 

3a 

B 

6h 

B 

3d 

B 

15b 

9     State  program  information  (general) 
Case  studies  in  adapting  to  EDP 
Evaluate  personnel  system 

10     Federal  program  information  (general) 
Model  codes  and  ordinances  (general) 
Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 

(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 
Organize  public  information  service 
Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 

clean  up- fix  up) 


1<> 


Response  from  Cities  of  2,000  to  10,000  Population 


CRITICAL  MEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 
REFERENCE 

RANK 

B 

5c 

1 

A 

lb 

2 

A 

70 

A 

B 

7e 
1+a 

3 

B 

Ub 

k 

B 
B 

6a 
lie 

B  13a 

B  13b 
B  lUc 


INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

Federal  program  information  on  comprehen- 
sive community  planning 
Case  studies  in  comprehensive  planning 

Case  studies  in  bond  financing 
Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 

Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Comprehensive  community  planning 
Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  State  and  Federal  agencies 
Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  law  enforcement 

and  fire  protection 
Recruiting  personnel  for  law  enforcement 

and  fire  protection 
Site  planning  and  development  for  parks 

and  recreation 


TOTAL  NEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 

RANK 

1 

A  7e 

A  7j 

B  5c 

A  lb 

2 

B  4a 

INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Bond  financing 

(2)  Comprehensive  planning 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

Federal  program  information  on  comprehen- 
sive community  planning 
Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
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B  lie        3     Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  State  and  Federal  agencies 
B  13a  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
B  lUc  Site  planning  and  development  for  parKS  and 

recreation 
B  3a  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

B  4a        h  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
B  6a  Comprehensive  community  planning 

A  5         5     Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
B  3b  Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
B  3d  Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 

B  5d  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

B  12a  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  (utilities) 
B  lUd  Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

A  *4         6     Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
B  3c  Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 

B  13b  Recruiting  personnel  for  law  enforcement  and 

fire  protection 
B  lUa  Organize  recreation  program 

7  Case  studies  in  code  enforcement  program 
Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 
Preservation  of  files  and  records 
Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or  facilities 

(utilities) 
Evaluate  facilities,  parks  and  recreation 
Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 

clean  up-fix  up) 

8  Case  studies  in  municipal  organization 
Develop  codes  enforcement  program 
Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 
division regulations 

Records  management  system 
Organize  pablic  information  service 
Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans  for 
public  buildings 
B  12c  Recruiting  personnel  for  utility  management 
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A 

7h 

E 

5f 

B 

3c 

B 

12b 

B 

14b 

B  15b 

A 

7c 

E 

6c 

B 

6f 

E 

8b 

B 

id 

B  9c 

A 

6 

A 

7g 

B 

3a 

B 

5§ 

B 

lid 

A 

7i 

B 

5b 

A 

5  e 

B 

6b 

B 

6a 

B 

6e 

B 

of 

9     General  news  about  community  development 
Case  studies  in  industrial  development 
Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 
Performance  audits 

Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 
with  adjacent  municipalities 

10     Case  studies  in  coiiimunity  relations  programs 
Establish  capital  program  and  budget 
Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assessment 

procedures 
Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 
Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 
Organize  community  improvements  program 
Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regulations 

enforcement  program 
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Response  from  County  Governments 


SJRVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 

RANK 

B  Ub 

1 

B  6g 

B  lie 

B  ka 

2 

B  6c 

B  6f 

CRITICAL  WEEDS 


INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  NEED 

Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regulations 

enforcement  program 
Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact  with 

State  and  Federal  agencies 

Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Develop  codes  enforcement  program 
Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  subdivision 
regulations 
B  lid  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 

with  adjacent  municipalities 
B  1^-d  Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Housing 

(2)  Redevelopment 

(3)  Adapting  to  EDP 
(k)      Code  enforcement  program 

Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 
Organize  council  of  governments 
Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 

clean  up- fix  up) 

A  2a  k            State  program  information  (general) 

Case  studies  in: 

A  7i  (l)   Community  relations 

A  7j  (2)   Comprehensive  planning 

B  2b  Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP 

B  2c  Access  to  EDP  facilities 

B  3a  Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 


23 


A 

k 

A 

5 

A 

7a 

A 

7  b 

A 

7d 

A 

7h 

B 

3c 

B 

5f 

B 

;ja 

B 

lib 

B 

15b 

B  3d 

B 

5c 

B 

6b 

B 

6e 

B  7a 

B 

10b 

B 

12a 

B  3b  Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 
Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 
Organize  community  improvements  program 
Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing  and/or 

redevelopment  projects 
Improve  racial  relations 
Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  for  utilities 
B  15a  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 


TOTAL  NEEDS 


INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  State  and  Federal  agencies 

Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regulations 
enforcement  program 
B  1^-d  Land  acquisition  for  parks  and  recreation 

Case  studies  in  code  enforcement  program 
Develop  codes  enforcement  program 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Community  relations 

(2)  Comprehensive  planning 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 
Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 
Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  subdivision 

regulations 
B  lid  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 

with  adjacent  municipalities 
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SURVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 

RANK 

B  kb 

1 

B  lie 

B  ka 

2 

B  6g 

A 

7h 

B 

6c 

B 

8a 

A 

k 

A 

5 

A 

7i 

A 

7j 

B 

3b 

B 

5c 

B 

6f 

B  15b  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  noise,  etc.) 

A  3a        5     Model  codes  and  ordinances  (general) 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Housing 

(2)  Industrial  development 
Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 
Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 
Planning,  programming  and  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 
Organize  community  improvements  program 
Organize  public  information  service 
Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

6     Federal  program  information  (general) 

General  news  about  community  development 
Case  studies  in  redevelopment 
Comprehensive  community  planning 
Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 
Site  planning  and  development  for  parks 
and  recreation 


A 

7a 

A 

7g 

B 

3a 

B  3c 

B 

3d 

B  5f 

B 

6e 

B  8d 

B  15a 

A 

la 

A 

6 

A 

7b 

B 

6  a 

A 

6b 

B 

li+c 
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Response  from  Regional  Planning  Agencies 


CRITICAL  NEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 

RANK 

A  7e 

1 

A  la 

2 

A  7d 

B  4a 

B  4b 

A  2a 


A 

7a 

A 

7b 

A 

7  c 

A 

7n 

A 

7,i 

B 

2  a 

B 

2c 

B 

3a 

B  3b 

B  3c 

B 

8a 

B  15b 

INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  NEED 

Case  studies  in  bond  financing 

Federal  program  information  (general) 
Case  studies  in  adapting  to  EDP 
Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 
for  specific  projects 

State  program  information  (general) 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Housing 

(2)  Redevelopment 

(3)  Municipal  Organization 

(4)  Code  enforcement  program 

(5)  Comprehensive  planning 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 
Access  to  EDP  facilities 
Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  use  for 

specific  projects 
Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 
Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances  (air, 

water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 

clean  up- fix  up) 


TOTAL  NEEDS 


SURVEY  FORM 

REFERENCE 

A 

la 

A 

7e 

B 

■la 

B 

4b 

RANK    INFORMATION  OR  TECHNICAL  SERVICE 

1     Federal  program  information  (general) 
Case  studies  in  bond  financing 
Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 
for  specific  projects 
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2  Case  studies  in: 
A  7c  (l)  Municipal  organization 

A  7d  (2)   Adapting  to  EDP 

B  3a  Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 

B  3b  Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

B  15b  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

A  2a        3     State  program  information  (general) 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Housing 

(2)  Code  enforcement  program 

(3)  Comprehensive  planning 
Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 
Access  to  EDP  facilities 

Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 
Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

h  Model  codes  and  ordinances  (general) 

General  news  about  community  development 
Case  studies  in: 

(1)  Redevelopment 

(2)  Industrial  development 
Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP 
Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 


A 

7a 

A 

7h 

A 

73 

B 

2a 

B 

2c 

B 

3c 

B 

3  a 

A 

3a 

A 

6 

A 

7b 

A 

7g 

B 

2b 

B 

3d 
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SURVEY  OF  SMALLER  CITIES 

As  stated  previously,  it  was  decided  at  the  beginning  of 
this  project  that  a  separate  questionnaire  would  be  used  to  survey 
the  smaller  units  of  government.  Officials  of  approximately  195 
cities  with  a  population  of  2,000  or  less  in  i960  were  sent  a 
questionnaire  and  returns  were  received  from  80  different  cities 
representing  approximately  a  Ul  per  cent  response.  Replies  from 
cities  with  less  than  1,000  population  were  rare. 

When  the  small  cities  were  queried  about  the  areas  in  which 
they  were  having  difficulty  finding  qualified  applicants  for  city 
jobs,  the  greatest  response,  26  per  cent,  was  for  policemen  followed 
by  public  works  with  15  per  cent.   General  administration,  fire 
protection,  code  enforcement  and  others  did  not  receive  enough  re- 
sponse to  be  significant  in  this  comparison.   In  the  areas  of  their 
greatest  need,  police  protection  and  public  works,  less  than  2k   per 
cent  of  the  respondents  had  training  programs  for  these  officials. 

In  order  to  gain  a  further  indication  of  the  service  needs 
of  small  local  governments,  they  were  asked  what  type  of  service 
contracts  had  been  made  in  the  last  year.   Public  Works  Construction 
or  Service  was  the  highest  with  U0  per  cent  of  the  respondents  show- 
ing activity  in  water  and  sewer  construction  or  service.   Contracts 
for  other  public  works  service  activities  were  entered  into  by  20 
per  cent  of  the  respondents  and  included  such  things  as  trash  collec- 
tion, street  paving,  legal  and  financial  advice. 
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APPENDIX  A 


A-l  -  Memorandum  from  State  Planning  Director 

Notifying  Local  Officials  About  the  Forth- 
coming Title  IX  Survey 

A- 2  -  Sample  Questionnaire  Sent  to  Cities  of 
2,000  or  Less 

A-3  -  Sample  Questionnaire  Sent  to  the  Larger 
Governmental  Units 
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Appendix  A-l 


FLORIDA 


OFFICE  OF  STATE  PLANNING 

State  Planning  ana  Budget  Commission 


CLAUDE  R.   KIRK.  JR .,   GOVERNOR 
TOM  ADAMS.  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 
FRED  O.   DICKINSON.  JR   .  COMPTROLLER 
BROWARD  WILLIAMS.  TREASURER 
EARL  FAIRCLOTH,  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
DOYLE  CONNER. 

COMMISSIONER  OF  AGRICULTURE 
FLOYD  T     CHRISTIAN 

COMMISSIONER  OF  EDUCATION 


Homer  E.  Still,  Jr.,  State  Planning  Director 
725  S.  Bronough  Street  Tallahassee,  Florida  32304         Area  Code  904  /  224-3117 


October  1,  1968 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:    Municipal  and  County  Officials 

FROM:   Office  of  State  Planning,  Homer  E.  Still,  Jr.,  Director 

The  Office  of  State  Planning  has  been  charged  with  the  responsi- 
bility "...to  provide  a  focal  point  for  coordination  of  state  and  local 
government  activity  and  policy  decisions"  by  action  of  the  State  Planning 
and  Budget  Commission  on  May  28,  1968.  This  is  but  one  of  several  indi- 
cations that  the  total  area  of  State-Local  relations  is  being  seriously 
reevaluated.   The  Governor,  several  Cabinet  members  and  many  of  our  state 
legislators  have  indicated  that  they  consider  improved  state-local 
relations  to  be  a  high  priority  subject  for  action  by  both  the  executive 
and  legislative  branches  of  state  government. 

To  design  a  program  of  state  services  for  local  government  would  be 
a  difficult  and  speculative  undertaking  without  an  adequate  base  of  facts 
upon  which  to  base  program  design  decisions.   To  provide  this  base,  the 
Office  of  State  Planning  and  the  Department  of  Urban  and  Regional  Planning, 
Florida  State  University,  are  undertaking  a  joint  survey  of  local  officials 
to  determine  specific  needs  in  the  areas  of: 

Education  and  Training  for  Public  Employees 
Technical  Services  in  Local  Planning  and  Management 
Program  and  Statistical  Information 

By  the  end  of  November,  the  Personnel  Officer,  City  Manager,  County 
Clerk  or  other  appropriate  official  of  most  political  subdivisions  of  the 
state  will  receive  a  brief  questionnaire  designed  to  record  your  opinions 
as  to  what  services  and  programs  the  State  might  provide  to  enable  local 
government  to  do  a  better  job.   Please  review  these  three  subject  areas 
with  department  heads  and  other  interested  parties  so  that  your  response 
will  reflect  the  broadest  possible  base  of  information  and  opinion. 

This  survey  will  represent  a  unique  opportunity  for  local  officials 
to  participate  in  the  formulation  of  what  is  expected  to  be  a  major  new 
state  program.   In  recognition  of  the  potential  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
this  participation,  the  staffs  of  the  Florida  League  of  Municipalities  and 
the  State  Association  of  County  Commissioners  have  agreed  to  cooperate  in 
the  survey.   The  survey  is  financed  in  part  by  grants  from  the  Federal  De- 
partment of  Housing  and  Urban  Development . 
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Appendix  A-2 


(CAD- 9) 


1.   How  many  employees  does  your  community  have  on  your  payroll  as  of  15  October  68? 


Police 
Fire 


Public  Works 
Code  Enforcement 


Gen'l  Administration 
Other 


2.   Are  you  having  difficulty  finding  qualified  applicants  for  city  jobs?  For  which 
jobs  below  do  you  have  formal  training  programs?   (Check  Boxes) 


Police 

Fire 

Public  Works 

Code  Enforcement 

Gen'l  Administration 

Other  (specify) 


Applicant  Shortage     Training  Program 


3.   If  any  service  contracts  with  other  public  agencies  or  consultant  contracts 
were  made  during  1967  or  1968,  check  appropriate  boxes  below: 


Police  Service 

Fire  Protection 

Public  Works  Construction  or  Service 

Sewer 

Water 

Other  (specify) 
Code  Revision  or  Planning  Service 
Other  (specify) 


Consultant     Public  Agency 


U.   What  new  programs  has  your  community  initiated  or  considered  initiating  during 
the  past  two  years? 


5.   If  a  new  program  of  state  technical  and  information  services  were  established, 
what  specific  services  would  be  most  beneficial  to  your  community? 


6.   Identification  of  Respondent: 


Name 

Position 


Municipality 


Please  return  to:   Office  of  State  Planning 
725  S.  Bronough  St. 
Tallahassee,  Florida  3230U 
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Appendix  A-3 
Office  of  State  Planning  (CAD-2) 

Community  Affairs  Division 


(Locality  Responding; 
SURVEY  OF  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  URBAN  INFORMATION  AND  TECHNICAL  SERVICE  NEEDS 


The  purpose  of  this  survey  is  to  determine  potential  community  needs 
for  state- assisted  Urban  Information  Services  and  Technical  Services,  parti- 
cularly in  respect  to  community  development  activities.   Responses  should 
reflect  the  collective  opinions  of  community  leaders  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible  rather  than  the  opinion  of  one  or  two  individuals.   Space  is  provided 
to  add  services  which  are  not  listed.   Please  use  the  following  criteria  when 
circling  your  response  to  each  item: 

0  -  local  officials  recognize  no  existing  or  potential  need  for 

the  listed  service 

1  -  local  officials  would  probably  use  the  service  when  available, 

but  do  not  consider  the  need  for  the  service  to  be  critical 

2  -  local  officials  recognize  a  critical  need  for  a  state-assisted 

service  in  this  category 


A  specific  response  should  be  entered  for  each  item. 


A.   Information  Services: 


Please  circle  one 
number  in  each  line 


1.  Federal  Program  Information 
(Please  specify  type) 
a.   general 
b. 


c. 
i. 


la. 

0 

1 

2 

lb. 

0 

1 

2 

lc. 

c 

1 

2 

Id. 

0 

1 

2 

2.  State  Program  Information 
(Please  specify  type) 

a.  general 

b. 

c.  

d.  

3.  Model  Codes  and  Ordinances 
(Please  specify  type) 

a.  general 

b.  

c.  

d. 

k.      Background  data  on  population  characteristics 
5.   Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 
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2a. 

0 

1 

2 

2b. 

0 

1 

2 

2c. 

0 

1 

2 

2d. 

0 

1 

2 

3a. 

0 

1 

2 

3b. 

0 

1 

2 

3c. 

0 

1 

2 

3d. 

0 

i 

2 

k. 

0 

1 

n 

5- 

0 

1 

2 

Please  circle  one 
number  in  each  Li  ne 


6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  Organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  Financing 

f.  Planning  Public  Buildings 

g.  Industrial  Development 

h.  Code  Enforcement  Programs 

i.  Community  Relations  Programs 

j .  Comprehensive  Planning 

k.  Other  (specify) 


7a. 

0 

I 

2 

7b. 

0 

1 

2 

7c. 

0 

1 

'• 

7d. 

0 

1 

2 

7e. 

0 

1 

2 

7f. 

0 

] 

? 

7g. 

0 

1 

2 

7h. 

0 

1 

e 

7i. 

0 

1 

2 

73 . 

0 

1 

2 

7k. 

0 

1 

2 

Other 


B.   Technical  Services: 


1.   Personnel  Administration 

a.  Recruit  Specialized  Personnel 

b.  Evaluate  Personnel  System 

c.  Establish  Personnel  System 


la. 

0 

1 

2 

lb. 

0 

1 

2 

lc. 

0 

] 

2 

Data  Processing 

a.  Evaluate   feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 

b.  Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities 


2a. 

0 

1 

2 

2b. 

0 

1 

■".' 

2c. 

0 

1 

2 

3.  Federal  Programs 

a.  Meet  Federal  program  prerequisites 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  Federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  Federal  assistance 

d.  Liaison  with  Federal  program  personnel 

k.      State  Programs 

a.  Liaison  with  State  program  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  State  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

5.   Budget  and  Finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assessment 

procedures  , 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems  (PPBSj 

g.  Performance  audits 

3^ 


3a. 


3b. 

0 

1 

2 

3c. 

0 

1 

2 

3d. 

0 

1 

2 

Ua. 

0 

1 

2 

Ub. 

0 

1 

2 

5a. 

0 

1 

0 

5b. 

0 

1 

._ 

5c 

0 

1 

0 

5d. 

0 

1 

2 

5e. 

0 

1 

— 

5f. 

0 

1 

2 

5g. 

0 

1 

2 

6.   Community  Planning  and  Development 
a.   Comprehensive  community  planning 

Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 
Develop  codes  enforcement  program 
Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 
Organize  community  Improvements  program 
T're-nare  recommended  zoning  and/or  subdivision 

regulations 
Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regulations 

enforcement  program 
Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 

(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 


Please 

ci: 

rcle 

one 

number 

in 

each 

line 

6a. 

0 

1 

2 

6b. 

0 

1 

2 

6c. 

0 

1 

2 

6a. 

0 

1 

2 

6e. 

0 

1 

2 

6f. 

0 

1 

2 

6g. 

0 

1 

2 

6h. 

0 

1 

2 

Housing  and  Redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing  and/or 

redevelopment  projects 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration 

Information  and  Records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 

Public  Buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization  studies 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public  buildings 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system 


7a. 


7b. 

0 

1 

2 

7c 

0 

1 

2 

8a. 

0 

1 

2 

8b. 

0 

1 

J 

8c. 

0 

1 

2 

8d. 

c 

1 

2 

9a. 

0 

1 

2 

9b. 

0 

1 

2 

2c 

c 

1 

2 

9d. 


10.  Community  Relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committees 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs 

11.  Intergovernmental  Relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  Federal  agencies 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 

with  adjacent  municipalities 


10a. 

0 

1 

2 

10b. 

0 

1 

2 

10c. 

0 

1 

11a. 

0 

1 

j 

lib. 

0 

1 

-i 

lie. 

0 

1 

2 

lid. 

0 

1 

C. 

12.  Utilities  Management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or  facilities 

c.  Recruiting  personnel 


12a. 

0 

1 

2 

12b. 

0 

1 

2 

12c. 

0 

1 

o 
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Please  circle  one 
number  in  each  line 


13.   Law  Enforcement  and  Fire  Protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 

Ik.      Parks  and  Recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 

15.  Environmental  Quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise,  appearance, 
clean  up- fix  up) 

16.  Other  (specify)  16.    0   1 

17.  (Please  enter  any  comments  you  feel  appropriate  towards  achieving  a 
program  of  state  services  for  localities.) 


13a. 

0 

1 

2 

13b. 

0 

1 

c 

lUa. 

0 

1 

2 

Ikh. 

0 

1 

2 

I4c. 

0 

1 

d 

lUd. 

0 

1 

2 

15a. 

0 

1 

2 

15b. 

0 

1 

2 

Respondant: 

Name 


Title 


Locality 


RETURN  TO: 

Office  of  State  Planning 
725  S.  Bronough  St. 
Tallahassee,  Florida  32304 
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COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT  SURVEY 


Your  advice  concerning  potential  information  resources  is  needed  in  connection 
with  a  survey  we  are  conducting  of  community  development  in  Florida. 

I.   Please  note  the  person  or  agency  you  believe  to  be  the  most  knowledgeable 
about  conditions  in  your  city  or  county  for  each  area  listed: 

1.  Personal  Safety  (Police,  fire,  and  other  protection  from  personal  harm 
and  property  loss): 

2.  Health  (Physical  and  mental  well-being): 

3.  Intellectual  Development  and  Personal  Enrichment  (Education,  libraries, 
museums,  etc. ) : 

k.      Satisfactory  Home  and  Community  Environment  (Creation  of  a  livable  and 
pleasant  environment,  including  housing): 

5.  Economic  Satisfaction  (Satisfactory  individual  work  opportunities; 
welfare  assistance;  manpower  training  and  jobs;  climate  for  industrial 
and  business  growth) : 

6.  Leisure-time  Opportunities  (indoor- outdoor  recreational  and  cultural 
opportunities) : 

7.  Transportation — Communication — Location  (Highways,  urban  transit, 
parking,  air  transport,  etc.): 

8.  General  Administration  and  Support  (Activities  not  assignable  to  the 
other  program  areas): 

II.  Please  cite  any  reports  or  other  reference  material  which  present  community 
goals  and  development  plans,  or  provide  a  good  summary  of  present  condition; 
or  planning  forecasts  for  any  of  the  areas  in  item  I  above  being  dealt  with 
in  your  city  or  county. 


Your  name City  or  county 
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APPENDIX  B 
TABULATION  OF  RETURNS 
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The  following  tables  present  a  tabulation  of  responses 
by  the  various  categories  of  governmental  units.  Column  A  of 
each  table  records  responses  from  local  officials  who  probably 
would  use  the  service  when  available,  but  do  not  consider  the 
need  for  the  service  to  be  critical.  Figures  in  Column  B 
indicate  that  local  officials  recognize  a  critical  need  for  a 
state-assisted  service  in  this  category. 
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Table  I 

CUMULATIVE  RESPONSE  FOR  COUNTIES,  REGIONAL  AGENCIES 

AND  CITIES  WITH  OVER  2,000  POPULATION 

(78  Reporting) 


Number  of 
Service  Categories  Responses 


A.  Information  Services: 

1.  Federal  program  information 

2.  State  program  information 

3.  Model  codes  and  ordinances 

h.  Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f .  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 

h.  Code  enforcement  programs 
i.  Community  relations  programs 
j.  Comprehensive  planning 

B.  Technical  Services: 

1.  Personnel  administration 

a.  Recruit  specialized  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  personnel  system 

c.  Establish  personnel  system 

2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 

b.  Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities 


^0 


kk 

17 

3^ 

25 

^5 

16 

^3 

27 

1+1 

29 

52 

12 

37 

20 

37 

20 

35 

1° 

35 

22 

1+2 

27 

^5 

12 

35 

28 

38 

27 

38 

22 

1+1 

30 

36 

16 

^5 

13 

35 

12 

1+1 

18 

39 

16 

39 

20 

33 

29 

32 

29 

36 

2Q> 

33 

12 

38 

17 

3''4 

37 

45 

20 

Table  I  (cont, 


3.   Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites  36     24 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal  assistance 

d.  Liaison  with  federal  program  personnel 

k.      State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel         29     42 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program 

use  for  specific  projects  32     40 

5.  Budget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assess- 

ment procedures  32     16 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 

g.  Performance  audits 

6.  Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvements  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations  36     19 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regula- 

tions enforcement  program  36     19 

h.   Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 

(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.)  36     21 

7.  Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

and/or  redevelopment  projects  23     24 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration 

8.  Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 


'41 


33 

28 

40 

14 

h3 

22 

3k 

17 

31 

23 

hi 

14 

kl 

18 

29 

20 

33 

14 

41 

31 

kk 

16 

hk 

15 

46 

18 

32 

32 
ko 

3 

18 
13. 

30 
3*+ 

11 

Ik 

35 

3^ 

35 

26 

Table  I  (cont.) 


9.   Public  buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization 

studies  4l     12 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings  33     11 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans         kO  16 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system  37     10 

10.  Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committees 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c .  Recommend  community  action  programs 

11.  Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative 

ventures  with,  adjacent  municipalities 

12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  39     23 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities  39     18 

c.  Recruiting  personnel  37     16 

13.  Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 

lk.      Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 

15.   Environmental  quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise, 
appearance,  clean  up-fix  up) 


1+2 


3'i 
32 

26 

23 

ko 

kl 

15 

18 

37 
29 

25 

36 

3C^ 
36 

20 
26 

Table  II 

RESPONSE  FROM  CITIES  WITH  A  POPULATION  OF  50,000  OR  MORE 
(9  Reporting) 


Service  Categories 


Number  of 
Responses 


A.  Information  Services: 

1.  Federal  program  information 

a.  General 

b.  Transportation 

2.  State  program  information 

a.  General 

b.  Recreation  and  parks 

3.  Model  codes  and  ordinances 

k.      Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f .  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 
h.  Code  enforcement  program 

i.   Community  relations  prograii 
j .  Comprehensive  planning 

B.  Technical  Service: 

1.  Personnel  administration 

a.  Recruit  specialized  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  personnel  system 

c.  Establish  personnel  system 

2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions 

b.  Adopt  current  operations  to  EDP 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities 


L 

1 

0 

2 

1 
6 

7 

4 

5 

2 

2 

6 

1 

7 

5 

3 

k 

it 

k 

k 

3 

I 

2 

3 

? 

2 

5 
3 

2 

h 

5 
U 

3 
3 

7 

1 

-3 


Table  II  (cont.) 


3.  Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal  assistance 

d.  Liaison  with  federal  program  personnel 

k.      State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

5.  Budget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assess- 

ment procedures 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 

g.  Performance  audits 

6.  Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvements  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regu- 

lations enforcement  program 
h.   Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 
(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 

7.  Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

ani/or  redevelopment  projects 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelop- 

ment projects 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration 

8.  Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 


kk 


2 

5 

3 
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0 
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5 

1 

5 

2 
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1 
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6 
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2 

7 

6 
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l 

5 

2 

5 

2 
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1 

3 

1 

Table  II  (cont.) 


9.  Public  buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization 

studies  5      2 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings  h  2 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans         6      2 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system  6      0 

10.  Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committee 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs 

11.  Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies  1      8 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative 

ventures  with  adjacent  municipalities       2      6 

12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  h  1 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities  k  1 

c.  Recruiting  personnel  5      0 

13.  Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 

lk.     Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 

15.      Environmental   quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes   and  ordinances 

(air,   water,    billboards,    noise, 
appearance,    clean  up-fix  up) 


U5 


2 

5 

3 

k 

3 

2 

k 

3 

5 

2 

1 

7 

3 

k 

5 

2 

Table  III 

RESPONSE  FROM  CITIES  WITH  A  POPULATION  OF  10,000  -  50,00C 
(27  Reporting) 


Service  Categories 


Number  of 
Responses 


A.  Information  Services: 

1.  Federal  program  information 

a.  General 

b.  Water  and  sewer 

c.  Open  space 

2.  State  program  information 

a.  General 

b.  Highway  construction 

c.  Recreation 

3.  Model  codes  and  ordinances 

a.  General 

b.  Zoning 

c.  Subdivision  regulations 

d .  Hous  ing 

k.      Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f .  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 
h.  Code  enforcement  program 

i.   Community  relations  program 
j .   Comprehensive  planning 

B.  Technical  Services: 

1.   Personnel  administration 

a.   Recruit  specialized  personnel 
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Table  III  (cont.) 


b.  Evaluate  personnel  system  17      6 

c.  Establish  personnel  system  12      6 

2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EOP  for  specific 

municipal  functions  16      8 

b.  Adopt  current  operations  to  EOP  15      6 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities  lk  8 

3.  Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites  15      6 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program 

use  for  specific  projects  13      9 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal 

assistance  11     11 

d.  Liaison  with  federal  program  personnel        10     12 

k.      State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel  8     15 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program 

use  for  specific  projects  12     13 

5.  Badget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  ani/or  assess- 

ment procedures  12 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 

g.  Performance  audits 

6.  Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvement  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations  13 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regu- 

lations enforcement  program  13 

h.  Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 

(airport,    library,   hospital,    etc.)  lk 
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15 
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7 

Table  III  (cont.) 


Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

and/or  redevelopment  projects 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration 

Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 

Public  buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization  studies 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system 
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ii 

5 

15 

10 

15 

5 

15 
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16 
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ii 

5 

12 
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11 
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13 


10. 


11. 


Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committees 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs 

Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative 

ventures  with  adjacent  municipalities 


13 
13 
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1 
6 

1- 
16 

2 

2 

13 

9 

15 

6 

12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  16 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities  15 

c.  Recruiting  personnel  12 


13.   Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 


12 

12 
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Table  III  (cont.) 


Ik.      Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 

15.   Environmental  quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise, 
appearance,  clean  up- fix  up) 
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Table   IV 

RESPONSE  FROM  CITIES  WITH  A  POFJLATION  OF   2,000   -    10,030 
(21  Reporting) 


Number  of 
Service  Categories  Responses 


A.      Information  Services: 


1.  Federal  program  information 

a.  General  8      5 

b.  Comprehensive  community  planning  6     12 

2.  State  program  information 

a.  General  8      k 

b.  Community  centers  0      2 

3.  Model  codes  and  ordinances 

a.  General  8      6 

b.  Zoning 

c.  Bailding 

d .  Hous  ing 

h.      Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f.  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 
h.  Code  enforcement  program 
i.  Community  relations  progran 
j.  Comprehensive  planning 

B.   Technical  Services: 

1.   Personnel  administration 

a.  Recruit  specialized  personnel  8  k 

b.  Evaluate  personnel  system  12  3 

c.  Establish  personnel  system  8  h 
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Table  IV  (cont.) 


2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions  8      3 

b.  Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP  8      2 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities  10      2 

3.  Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites  7      8 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program  use 

for  specific  projects  9      9 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal  assistance    8      9 

d.  Liaison  with  federal  program  personnel        9      9 

k.      State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel  8     11 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program  use 

for  specific  projects  8     10 

5.  Budget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures  8  6 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget  8  7 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources  6  13 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs  11  8 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assessment 

procedures  7      7 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBo) 

g.  Performance  audits 

6.  Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvements  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regu- 

lations enforcement  program 
h.   Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities 
(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 

7.  Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

and/or  redevelopment  projects  5      6 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects  6      7 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration       7      5 
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Table  IV  (cont.) 


3 .   Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 


11 

9 

10 

7 

9 

3 

10 

7 

Public  buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization  studies  13 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings  12 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans         12 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system  10 


10.   Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committees 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs 


5 

11 


11.   Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative 

ventures  with  adjacent  municipalities 


6 

7 

10 
7 


12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities 

c.  Recruiting  personnel 


9 
10 


13.   Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 


10 

10 


ih.      Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 


10 

LI 


7 
10 


15.   Environmental  quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise, 
appearance,  clean  up-fix  up) 
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Table  V 

RESPONSE  FROM  COUNTIES 
(13  Reporting) 


Number  of 
Service  Categories  Responses 


A.  Information  Services: 

1.  Federal  program  information 

2.  State  program  information 

3.  Model  codes  and  ordinances 

a.  General 

b.  Zoning  and  subdivision  regulations 

k.      Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EOP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f .  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 
h.  Code  enforcement  program 
i.  Community  relations  program 
j.  Comprehensive  planning 

B.  Technical  Services: 

1.  Personnel  administration 

a.  Recruit  specialized  personnel  7      1 

b.  Evaluate  personnel  system  6      2 

c.  Establish  personnel  system  6 

2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions  7 

b.  Adopt  current  operations  to  EDP  6 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities  6      3 
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Table  V  (cont.) 


Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal  assistance 

d.  Liaison  with  federsl  program  personnel 

State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

Budget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assess- 

ment procedures 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  systems 

(PPBS) 

g.  Performance  audits 

Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvements  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations  5      5 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regu- 

lations enforcement  program  5      6 

h.   Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities      8      2 
(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 

Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

and/or  redevelopment  projects  6      3 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects  8      2 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration       7 

Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy  8  h 

b.  Records  management  system  9  1 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records  9  1 

d.  Organize  public  information  service  10  2 
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Table  V  (cont.) 


9.   Pablic  buildings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization  studies  8      1 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings  7      l 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans         6 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system  5      2 

10.  Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committee  6      1 

b.  Improve  racial  relations  6      3 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs  7      1 

11.  Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency  3 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments  2      k 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies  6      6 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ventures 

with  adjacent  municipalities  5      5 

12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  6      3 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities  6 

c.  Recruiting  personnel  6      0 

13.  Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  8      2 

b.  Recruiting  personnel  8      0 

lU.   Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program  11  0 

b.  Evaluate  facilities  9  1 

c.  Site  planning  and  development  9  2 

d.  Land  acquisition  7  5 

15.   Environmental  quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions  8 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances         7 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise, 
appearance,  clean  up-fix  up) 
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Table  VI 

RESPONSE  FROM  REGIONAL  AGENCIES 
(8  Reporting) 


Number  of 
Service  Categories  Responses 


A.  Information  Services: 

1.  Federal  program  information 

2.  State  program  information 
3-  Model  codes  and  ordinances 
k.  Background  data  on  population  characteristics 

5.  Background  data  on  economic  characteristics 

6.  General  news  about  community  development 

7.  Case  studies  in: 

a.  Housing 

b.  Redevelopment 

c.  Municipal  organization 

d.  Adapting  to  EDP 

e.  Bond  financing 

f .  Planning  public  buildings 

g.  Industrial  development 
h.  Code  enforcement  program 
i .  Community  relations  program 
j .  Comprehensive  planning 

B.  Technical  Services: 

1.  Personnel  administration 

a.  Recruit  specialized  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  personnel  system 

c.  Establish  personnel  system 

2.  Data  processing 

a.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  EDP  for  specific 

municipal  functions  h  3 

b.  Adapt  current  operations  to  EDP  5 

c.  Access  to  EDP  facilities  ^      3 
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Table  VI  (cont.) 


3.   Federal  programs 

a.  Meet  federal  program  prerequisites 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  federal  program 

use  for  specific  projects 

c.  Prepare  applications  for  federal  assistance 

d.  Liaison  with  federal  program  personnel 

k.      State  programs 

a.  Liaison  with  state  program  personnel 

b.  Evaluate  feasibility  of  state  program  use 

for  specific  projects 

5.  Budget  and  finance 

a.  Modify  budget  procedures 

b.  Establish  capital  program  and  budget 

c.  Analysis  of  potential  revenue  sources 

d.  Feasibility  of  bonding  programs 

e.  Evaluate  property  records  and/or  assess- 

ment procedures 

f.  Planning,  programming,  budgeting  system 

(PPB3) 

g.  Performance  audits 

6.  Community  planning  and  development 

a.  Comprehensive  community  planning 

b.  Adoption  of  building  and/or  housing  codes 

c.  Develop  codes  enforcement  program 

d.  Audit  of  development  assets  and  liabilities 

e.  Organize  community  improvements  program 

f.  Prepare  recommended  zoning  and/or  sub- 

division regulations  k  0 

g.  Develop  zoning  and/or  subdivision  regu- 

lations enforcement  program  h  0 

h.   Feasibility  study  for  special  facilities      5      0 
(airport,  library,  hospital,  etc.) 

7.  Housing  and  redevelopment 

a.  Obtain  enabling  authority  for  housing 

and/or  redevelopment  projects  3      1 

b.  Feasibility  of  housing  and/or  redevelopment 

projects 

c.  Project  organization  and  administration 

8 .  Information  and  records 

a.  Statistics  on  local  population  and  economy 

b.  Records  management  system 

c.  Preservation  of  files  and  records 

d.  Organize  public  information  service 
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Table  VI  (cont.) 


9.  Public  b-j.ild.ings 

a.  Space  needs  and/or  space  utilization 

studies  4      0 

b.  Location  studies  for  proposed  public 

buildings  3      1 

c.  Evaluate  alternative  financing  plans 

d.  Organize  building  management  and/or 

maintenance  system  3      0 

10.  Community  relations 

a.  Organize  advisory  committees 

b.  Improve  racial  relations 

c.  Recommend  community  action  programs 

11.  Intergovernmental  relations 

a.  Organize  regional  planning  agency 

b.  Organize  council  of  governments 

c.  Recommend  procedures  for  improved  contact 

with  state  and  federal  agencies  6      1 

d.  Recommend  procedures  for  cooperative  ven- 

tures with  adjacent  municipalities         h  2 

12.  Utilities  management 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities  k  1 

b.  Feasibility  of  new  services  and/or 

facilities  5      1 

c.  Recruiting  personnel  k  0 

13.  Law  enforcement  and  fire  protection 

a.  Evaluation  studies  for  existing  services 

and/or  facilities 

b.  Recruiting  personnel 

lU.   Parks  and  recreation 

a.  Organize  recreation  program 

b.  Evaluate  facilities 

c.  Site  planning  and  development 

d.  Land  acquisition 

15.   Environmental  quality 

a.  Evaluate  environmental  conditions 

b.  Recommend  model  codes  and  ordinances 

(air,  water,  billboards,  noise, 
appearance,  clean  up-fix  up) 
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APPENDIX  C 

List  of  Respondents  by  Governmental 
Unit  and/or  Size 
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Cities  of  2,000  or  Less 


Altamonte  Springs 

Altha 

Anna  Maria 

Baldwin 

Belleair  Beach 

Belleair  Bluffs 

Belleair  Shore 

Belleview 

Bowling  Green 

Bradenton  Beach 

Briny  Breezes 

Bronson 

Bunnell 

Callahan 

Carrabelle 

Caryville 

Cedar  Key 

Cloud  Lake 

Coleman 

Cottondale 

Crystal  River 

Davie 

Dunnellon 

Eagle  Lake 

Eatonville 

Freeport 

Greenacres  City 

Gretna 

Hampton 

Hastings 

Highland  Beach 

Holmes  Beach 

Howey  in  the  Hills 

Indialantic 

Indian  Rocks  Beach 

Interlachen 

Jay 

Jupiter 

Jupiter  Inlet  Colony 

Lake  Clarke  Shores 


Lauderdale  by  the  Sea 

Longboat  Key 

Malabar 

Malone 

Manalapan 

Marineland 

Mayo 

Mcintosh 

Melbourne  Beach 

Melbourne  Village 

Minneola 

Montverde 

Moore  Haven 

Newberry 

North  Lauderdale 

North  Orlando 

North  Redington  Beach 

Oak  Hill 

Ocean  Breeze 

Palm  Beach  Gardens 

Palm  Beach  Shores 

Palm  Shores 

Pierson 

Pomona  Park 

Port  Richey 

Redington  Beach 

Royal  Palm  Beach 

Safety  Harbor 

Satellite  Beach 

Shalimar 

South  Daytona 

South  Pasadena 

St.  Augustine  Beach 

Sweetwater 

Tamarac 

Tequesta 

University  Park 

West  Panama  City  Beach 

Windermere 
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Cities  of  2,001  to  10,000 


Apopka 

Bay  Harbor  Islands 

Biscayne  Park 

Cocoa  Beach 

DeFuniak  Springs 

Florida  City 

High  Springs 

Holly  Hill 

Kissimmee 

Lake  Park 

Lynn  Haven 


Miami  Shores 

Miramar 

Mulberry 

North  Palm  Beach  Village 

Port  St.  Joe 

Sunrise  Golf  Village 

Temple  Terrace 

Treasure  Island 

Valparaiso 

Wildwood 


Cities  of  10,001  to  50,000 


Boca  Raton 

Bradenton 

Cocoa 

Daytona  Beach 

Deerfield  Beach 

Deland 

Dunedin 

Fort  Myers 

Fort  Pierce 

Fort  Walton  Beach 

Haines  City 

Homestead 

Jacksonville  Beach 

Largo 


Leesburg 

Melbourne 

Miami  Springs 

North  Miami 

North  Miami  Beach 

Ocala 

Ormond  Beach 

Pinellas  Park 

Quincy 

Sanford 

St.  Augustine 

Titusville 

Winter  Haven 
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Cities  of  50,001  and  Over 


Clearwater 
Ft.  Lauderdale 
Gainesville 
Jacksonville 
Miami 


Orlando 

St.  Petersburg 

Tallahassee 

Tampa 

West  Palm  Beach 


County  Governments 


Bay 

Bradford 

Brevard 

DeSoto 

Duval 

Highlands 

Levy 


Manatee 

Osceola 

Palm  Beach 

Pinellas 

Sarasota 

Seminole 


Regional  Agencies 


Broward  County  Area  Planning  Board 

Comprehensive  Health  Planning  Council  of  South  Florida 
Escambia- Santa  Rosa  Regional  Planning  Council 
Jacksonville  Health  Facilities  Planning  Council 
Orange-Seminole-Osceola  Planning  Commission 
Palm  Beach  County  Area  Planning  Board 
Tallahassee-Leon  County  Planning  Department 
Volusia  County  Area  Planning  Commission 


62 


APPENDIX  D 


D-l  -  List  of  Meetings  and  Their  Summary  Held 

by  the  Interim  Committee  on  Urban  Affairs 
for  the  Florida  Legislature 

D-2  -  List  of  Meetings,  Dates  and  Locations 

Held  by  the  Governor's  Commission  on  Urban 
Redevelopment 
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December  8,  1967  (Miami)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Organizational  meeting.   Elected 
Senator  Shevin  as  Chairman  and  Representative  Myers  as  Vice- 
Chairman. 

January  12,  1968  (Sarasota)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Met  jointly  with  the  Interim 
Committee  on  Local  Government  Efficiency  and  Organization  to 
hear  from  the  State  Association  of  County  Commissioners  and  the 
Florida  League  of  Municipalities  and  to  discuss  the  jurisdiction 
allocations  between  the  two  committees. 

January  2?,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  HOUSING  AND  EMPLOYMENT  -  Public 
hearing  on  problems  associated  with  housing.   Testimony  by 
local  officials,  housing  experts,  building  contractors,  and 
representatives  of  areas  with  substandard  housing. 

February  20,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  TRANSPORTATION  -  Met  to  attend  a 
conference  on  urban  transportation  sponsored  by  the  University 
of  Miami. 

April  8,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  HOUSING  AND  EMPLOYMENT  -  Public 
hearings  on  problems  related  to  employment.   Testimony  on 
needed  state  legislation  by  local  officials,  state  employment 
service  personnel,  and  groups  concerned  with  unemployment  and 
other  urban  problems . 

April  18,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  COVERNMENTAL  ORGANIZATION  -  Testimony 
from  local  officials  regarding  problems  related  to  governmental 
organization  and  powers  in  urban  areas  and  need  for  specific 
state  legislation  to  make  local  government  more  flexible  and 
responsive. 

April  29,  I968  (St.  Petersburg)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  WELFARE  -  Met  jointly  with 
the  Legislative  Council's  Committee  on  Health,  Welfare,  and 
State  Institutions  for  a  briefing  session  by  welfare  officials 
on  welfare  programs  in  Florida. 

May  8,  9,  10,  1968  (New  YorK  City)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Met  to  attend  a  con- 
ference on  housing  and  urban  renewal  sponsored  by  the  Practicing 
Law  Institute  and  to  confer  with  the  staff  of  Mayor  John  Lindsay 
regarding  approaches  to  solving  urban  problems. 

May  17, |  1968  (Tampa)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  TRANSPORTATION  -  Public  testimony  from 
local  elected  officials,  planning  officials,  and  transportation 
experts  on  urban  transportation  problems,  long-range  solutions, 
and  needed  state  legislation. 
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May  22,  1968  (Miami)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Testimony  from  elected  officials, 
law  enforcement  officials,  welfare  administrators,  housing 
officials,  state  employment  personnel,  vocational  education 
specialists,  out-of-state  housing  experts,  state  recreation 
administrators,  and  experts  in  local  government  powers  and 
organization  regarding  the  full  breadth  of  urban  problems. 

June  5  &  6,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  HOUSING  AND  EMPLOYMEOT  -  Met 
to  attend  Governor's  Conference  on  Urban  Redevelopment  and 
Planning. 

July  16,  1968  (Miami)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENTAL  ORGANIZATION  -  Testi- 
mony from  local  officials,  state  officials,  and  community 
leaders  regarding  proposed  legislation  to  create  a  new  state 
department  of  community  affairs. 

July  19,  1968  (Orlando)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  RECREATION  AND  LAW  ENFORCEMENT  - 

Public  hearing  to  hear  testimony  from  local  elected  officials, 
planning  officials,  local  recreation  administrators,  private 
industry,  law  enforcement  officials  and  others  regarding 
deficiencies  in  recreation  facilities  and  the  need  for  state 
action  in  the  areas  of  recreation  development,  state  organi- 
zation in  recreation,  and  legislation  to  improve  local  law 
enforcement.   Approved  in  concept  bills  relating  to  riot 
control  and  stop-and-frisk. 

July  23,  1968  (Atlanta)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  HOUSING  AND  EMPLOYMENT  -(chairman 
and  staff  only)  Met  with  Regional  Administrator  and  staff  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  to  discuss 
community  redevelopment  ani  housing  programs  of  the  U.  So 
Government  and  the  necessary  state  legislation  to  make  these 
programs  and  funds  available  to  local  governments  in  Florida. 

July  30,  1968  (Jacksonville)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Heard  testimony  from  elected 
officials  of  new  consolidated  government,  law  enforcement 
officials,  welfare  administrators,  housing  officials,  state 
employment  service  personnel,  and  community  leaders  regarding 
govermnental  organization  in  urban  areas  as  well  as  testimony 
on  all  aspects  of  urban  problems. 

August  8,  1968  (Tampa)  -  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENTAL  ORGANIZATION  - 

Testimony  from  local  elected  officials,  planning  officials, 
and  community  leaders  on  proposed  legislation  to  create  a 
department  of  community  affairs. 
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August  15,    1963  (Jacksonville)  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENTAL  ORGANIZATION  - 
Testimony  from  local  officials,  state  officials,  and  community 
leaders  regarding  proposed  state  department  of  community 
affairs.   Subcommittee  informally  agreed  to  have  committee 
staff  revise  legislation  and  research  report  and  to  submit  the 
proposal  to  the  full  committee. 

September  30,  19o3  (Atlanta)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Met  with  officials  of  U.S. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  regarding  community 
redevelopment  legislation.   Also  met  with  Mayor  Ivan  Allen  on 
same  subject  and  toured  Atlanta's  urban  renewal  projects. 

October  10,  1968  (Orlando)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Testimony  from  local  officials 
and  community  leaders  regarding  urban  problems,  particularly 
problems  of  rapid  growth  and  provision  of  recreational  facilities, 


October  23. 


1963  (Fort  Lauderdale)  FULL  COMMITTEE 
and 


Testimony  from  local 
ommunity  leaders  regarding  problems  of  employment 


officials 

and  housing,  as  well  as  other  urban  problems. 

November  26,  1968  (Pensacola)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Public  hearing  on  urban 

problems,  especially  those  relating  to  governmental  organiza- 
tion and  powers,  planning,  and  financial  assistance  to  cities. 

December  10,  1968  (Tampa)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Public  hearing  on  urban  problems 
with  emphasis  on  solutions  offered  by  the  Urban  Renewal  and 
Model  Cities  programs. 


January  10,  1969  (Sarasota)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Workshop  meeting  to  consider 
bills  presented  by  staff.   Recommended  nine  (9)  bills  to  the 
Legislature.   (See  subsequent  meeting  in  Tallahassee,  below.) 

January  30,  1969  (West  Palm  Beach)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Public  hearing  on 
urban  problems  with  emphasis  on  governmental  organization, 
housing,  and  community  leadership. 

February  27,  1969  (Tallahassee)  FULL  COMMITTEE  -  Workshop  meeting  to 

consider  bills  presented  by  staff.   Recommended  twelve  (12) 
bills  to  the  Legislature. 


March  7. 


I969  (Atlanta)  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE  -  Met  with  officials  of  ILS. 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  the  Georgia 
Legislature,  and  the  City  of  Atlanta  to  discuss  Atlanta's 
urban  renewal  program. 
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Meetings  of  the  Governor's  Commission  on  Urban  Redevelopment 

September  9,  1968  -  Tallahassee 
November,  1968    -  Tampa 
December  4,  1968   -  Jacksonville 
January  8,  1969   -  Miami 
February  5,  1969   -  Orlando 
February  21,  1969  -  Miami 
March  10,  1969    -  Miami 
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